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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 21-26 and 28, 29, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Norcott et al. and further in view of Ahmad et al. and Fish 
etal. 

As to claim 21 , the rejection of now-canceled claims 1 and 20 set forth in the 
previous Office Action is incorporated herein. Norcott teaches a system for providing 
multiple users in a facility access to multimedia content stored remotely from the 
location in said the content is being accessed. Fig. 1 of Norcott teaches a "content and 
administration server" including storage for content media, said server being equivalent 
to the recited data stream source. 

As to the recited first and second decoders, Fig. 1 of Norcott teaches multiple 
computer terminals (Fig. 1/element 64) which can simultaneously access content from 
the content database (col. 5/50-56) and suggests that content can be delivered to 
multiple media players (col. 1/46-48), but does not explicitly teach a method for 
incorporating additional decoders as a means to access content at multiple media 
players. In an analogous art, Fig. 2 of Ahmad teaches a system in which a controller 
and a user interface (communications module 216) control multiple decoders (ICM 206) 
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connected to television monitors. As Norcott suggests the possibility of delivering 
content to multiple media players, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the system of Norcott with the multiple decoders 
taught by Ahmad to distribute content to multiple users. As to the amended limitation 
that " each of the first decoder and the second decoder communicating with the 
data stream through a separate communications channel ." Norcott teaches that the 
system is designed to deliver content simultaneously to multiple users, each user being 
located in a different location, e.g., different classrooms of a school. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention that the display 
device in each room each was connected to the network by a separate cable, said cable 
being equivalent to the recited communications channel. 

As to the recited first and second modulators in communication with the first and 
second decoders, respectively, Fig. 1 of Norcott teaches a TV Modulator 50 which 
receives video content from A/V I/O 48. Norcott teaches that AV I/O 48 contains "multi- 
channel PCI computer digital video decoder cards... to provide analog audio and video 
to [RF] television and video monitors, such as represented by 60" (col. 4/21-25). As the 
combination of Norcott and Ahmad teaches the recited multiple decoders, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for each of the 
multiple decoders to have an associated modulator. As to the limitation that the first 
and second modulators communicate with their respective decoders using a coaxial 
cable, Norcott teaches that "communications channel 14 may be a coaxial cable... a 
dedicated Internet line... a telephone line capable of transmitting modem or voice 
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signals, a wireless, cellular, or other RF channel, or any other communications 
channel..." (Col 4, Lines 32-37). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention that the first and second modulator could be 
connected to their respective decoders by a coaxial cable, such connection being 
extremely well-known and widely-practiced in the art at the time of the invention. 

As to the recited controller, the content and administration server taught by Fig. 1 
of Norcott includes a processor and input/output components for interfacing with system 
users and selecting the media content to be delivered to each user. As to the recited 
limitation that the controller communicates with the first and second decoder using an 
infrared signal, the combination of Norcott and Fish, as analyzed in the previous Office 
Action teaches the recited functionality. 

As to claim 22, the amended limitation that " the second coaxial cable 
communicates with a second media player, and wherein the first coaxial cable 
communicates with a first media player ." Norcott teaches that the system is 
designed to deliver content simultaneously to multiple users, each user being located in 
a different location, e.g., different classrooms of a school. Norcott further teaches that 
the controller is capable of delivering the content to said display devices via a coaxial 
cable network. The Examiner takes Official Notice that it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for each display device 
connected to said coaxial cable network to be connected via an individual coaxial cable. 

As to claim 23 which recites, "a combiner in communication with the first and 
second modulators and operable to combine the first and second analog signals into a 
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combined analog signal," Fig. 7a and 7b of Ahmad teach that audio/video module 214 
contains a plurality of modulators, the output of which are sent to a combiner and 
combined into one modulated signal. 

As to claim 24, the rejection of claim 23 is incorporated herein. Further, Fig. 7a 
and 7b of Ahmad teach that audio/video module 214 contains a plurality of modulators, 
the output of which are sent to a combiner and combined into one modulated signal 
which is then distributed to the plurality of decoders 206. 

As to claims 25 and 26, the rejection of claims 23 and 24 are incorporated herein. 

Further, Ahmad teaches: 

In the present invention, out of the 43 channels available for transmission, 
channels 1 through 13 are used to provide local channels, satellite channels, 
or local cable channels. Out of the remaining 29 channels, some (typically 5) 
are allocated to broadcast the information generated by the system of the 
present invention and the rest are allocated to transmit the signals generated 
by the audio/video sources and the video graphics controller.. .Audio/video 
module 600 includes audio/video Sources 602, video graphics controller 604, 
baseband switching matrix 606, RF modulator groups 610, and RF combiners 
612...[e]ach modulator group can include any number of individual 
modulators, and typically include 25 individual modulators. One individual 
modulator is allocated to every channel. Individual modulators modulate the 
signal at their input according to the frequency requirements of their 
respective channels, (col. 8/1-47) 

The combined teachings of Norcott in view of Ahmad when considered as a 

whole teach a plurality of data files or stream combined into a single modulated signal 

which is transmit to a plurality of television receivers through a coaxial cable network 

wherein each television (equivalent to the recited media player) can select any of the 

available media streams by selecting the channel on which said media stream is carried 

in the combined and modulated signal. 
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As to claim 28 which recites that "the computer interface is a computer in a 
room with the controller communicating with the controller through a serial 
connection," Fig. 1 Ahmad teaches that the user may interface with the controller via a 
computer terminal directly coupled to said controller through communications channel 
14, which Norcott teaches may be "...any other communications channel capable of 
carrying signals, depending on the required usage as discussed above and below" (col. 
4). Further, Ahmad teaches that the controller communicates with the display devices 
via a standard RS-232C serial port (col. 5). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention would have recognized the serial port taught by Ahmad as being an 
obvious variant of the types of communications channels taught by Norcott and would 
further have recognized said serial connection as being functionally equivalent to that 
recited by claim 28. 

As to claims 29 and 31 , Norcott further teaches that said communications 
channel can be "a fiber optic line, a dedicated Internet line (such as ISDN or T1), a 
telephone line capable of transmitting modem or voice signals, a wireless, cellular, or 
other RF channel" (col. 4), said dedicated Internet line being functionally equivalent to 
the "network connection" recited by claim 29 and the wireless channel recited by claim 
31. 

Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Norcott in view of Ahmad and Fish as applied to claim 21 above, and further in 
view of Schultz et al. (Pub. No.: US 2004/0194148). 
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New claim 27 recites that, "the phone interface is a telephone 
communicating with the controller through an existing phone system, wherein 
actions taken by the controller are displayed by a media player in the same room 
as the telephone, and wherein the user controls playback of the audio-visual file 
using the telephone." Fig. 1 of Norcott teaches a telephone as a means for 
communicating with the Input/Output module: "[t]he telephony I/O 46 connects to a 
signaling system... In utilizing a telephone 56, a standard PCI computer accessory card 
(not shown)... [and] provides voice prompts and interprets touchtone responses from the 
user via the telephone 56" (Col. 4, Lines 5-10); however, Norcott does not explicitly 
teach that the system synchronously displays prompts on a display, as recited. Schultz 
teaches a system for telephone controlled entertainment in which the user can issue 
commands to a set top box via the user's cellular phone. Schultz teaches, "[t]he system 
provides feedback to the user as the command is being verified. The feedback can be 
provided visually on the output, audibly on the output... or using a combination of these 
techniques" [0041]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to incorporate the command-verification taught by Schultz into the 
system taught by Norcott in view of Ahmad and Fish to allow the user to visually verify 
their selections while using the telephone interface taught by Norcott. One of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention would have recognized this as a combination 
of known elements in the art that would have yielded predictable results. 
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Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Norcott in view of Ahmad and Fish as applied to claim 21 above, and further in 
view of Craig (US Pat. No. 5,790,176). 

As to claim 30, Norcott teaches a Content and Administration Server 10 which is 
equivalent to the recited controller, but does not explicitly teach the recited plurality of 
controllers. In an analogous art, Fig. 1 of Craig teaches a system for distributing 
multimedia data similar to that of Norcott further comprising a plurality of servers from 
which Craig's plurality of decoders can request content. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Norcott's system to 
incorporate the plurality of servers— equivalent to the recited controllers— taught by 
Craig. This would have been desirable as it would have increased the amount of 
content available to Norcott's users. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan Stronczer whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
3756. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM (EDT), Monday- 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian T. Pendleton can be reached on (571) 272-7527. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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